From: MCCLINCY Matt

To: Eric Blischke/R10/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject: RE: GW Seeps
Date: 08/24/2006 05:03 PM

OK, 1 will talk with Tom on Monday about COl1/COC levels and report back.
22C needs to continue to be carried forward by the LWG for sure.

Matt

————- Original Message-----

From: Blischke.Eric@epamail.epa.gov
gmallto:Bllschke.Erlc epamail .epa.gov]
ent: Thursday, August 24, 2006 4:35 PM
To: _MCCLINCY Matt

Subject: RE: GW Seeps

I believe it does. My recollection is that it discharges up the bank
somewhere beneath the blackberries and flows across the beach.

Eric
MCCLINCY Matt
<MCCLINCY .Matt@d
eq.state.or.us> ) B To
Eric Blischke/R10/USEPA/US@EPA
83/24/2006 04:06 cc
Subject
RE: GW Seeps
Eric,

I missed Tom toda¥_and will try and catch up with him on Monday. Do you
recall if 22B daylights and flows across the beach?

Matt

————— Original Message-----

From: Blischke.Eric@epamail.epa.gov
mailto:Blischke._Eric@epamail _epa.gov]
ent: Thursday, August 24, 2006 3:58 PM

To: MCCLINCY Matt

Subject: RE: GW Seeps

Ok - thanks Matt.

Eric
MCCLINCY Matt
<MCCLINCY .Matt@d
eq.state.or.us> ) ~ To
Eric Blischke/R10/USEPA/USQ@EPA,
08/24/2006 02:23 ANDERSON Jim M
PM <ANDERSON.Jim@deq.state.or.us>
cc
Chip Humphrey/R10/USEPA/US@EPA
Subject
RE: GW Seeps
Eric,

1 will check with Tom R. as he is more familiar with 22B than 1 am.

Matt

————— Original Message-----

EFrom: Blischke.Eric@epamail.epa.gov
mailto:Blischke._Eric@epamail .e a.govg
ent: Thursday, August 24, 2006 12:48 PM

To: ANDERSON Jim M; MCCLINCY Matt

Cc: _Humphrey.Chip@epamail .epa.gov

Subject: GW Seeps

In the draft issue summary table, EPA identified the following


mailto:MCCLINCY.Matt@deq.state.or.us
mailto:Eric Blischke/R10/USEPA/US@EPA

8roundwater seeps as requiring evaluation in the ERA: Exxon Mobil,
utfall 22C, Brix Maritime and Gunderson Areas 2 and 3. | just got a
call from Dawn Sanders who wondered if we meant Outfall 22B" instead of
22C. The list I had came from an email from Matt on September 6, 2005.
What about 22B? I know that this has been an .issue because of RPAC
contaminants (and possibly Gould?). Should this be included as well?

Eric



